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WILL WE WIN, LOSE, OR DRAW AT THE UP-COMING SUMMIT CONFERENCE? 


The current highly emotional talk about holding a new summit conference with the Commu- 
nists can be boiled down to simple terms: The Russians want to talk about things which would 
weaken the West; we want to talk about things which would weaken Communism, 


Communists are pushing the West into a summit conference now for an equally simple reason: 
They do not intend to lose. Every unit in the Reds' vast, world-wide apparatus is now laying the 
foundation for a major political victory for Soviet Communist Party Boss Nikita Khrushchev. “After 
all," declared a February 12 Moscow news broadcast, "the opinion of the masses has forced the 
American leaders to stop ignoring the question of negotiations and to agree to them. And, what is 


more, public opinion may help to create a spirit of compromise and cooperation. That would make 
the prospects very helpful." 


These Red efforts to mold world public opinion are directed at us in the United States as well 
as at ordinary citizens in all major countries of the free world. You and | are in the front lines of 
this struggle. What we think and do will make the difference between victory and defeat for the 
West at the new summit conference. 


What They Are Throwing At Us 


To give you an idea of the competition, here is what the Reds are throwing at us in the free 
world, This is not a full list, but it indicates the mammoth size of their effort: 


1) A number of lengthy letters from Soviet Premier Nikolai Bulganin to heads of state in 
Western countries stating the Soviets' desire to "lessen international tensions," 

2) Exfensive publicity on the letters and publicity on Communist front groups, such as the 
“peace partisans," in various countries which support Soviet objectives, 

3) Attacks against "reactionaries" in the free world who oppose Communist objectives, 

4) Revival of bitter, anti-American propaganda on a world-wide basis but with special 
emphasis in Britain and France, 

5) Special pleas by "religious" figures such as the Imam of the Moscow Mosque urging Mid- 
east Arabs to oppose U. S. bases for atomic weapons, 

6) Organization in Japan of a "council" to protest against U. S. missile bases, 

7) Publicity on national Red leaders who support Communist objectives of an atom-free zone 
in Europe, including Jacques Duclos of France and Palmiro Togliatti of on and 
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8) Pleas from Communist-run radio stations to end “cold war and warlike propaganda" on 
Western radio broadcasts. 
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This is just the beginning. For the immediate future, the Reds plan to exploit the newly- 
formed Afro-Asian Solidarity Conference in Cairo to promote Communist "anti-imperialist" 
objectives in the Mideast and Africa, Further, the Red-run World Peace Council will hold a 
congress July 16-22 to win "support of large masses of the world's population" for Communist 
"peace" objectives. 


"Peoples Will Put Pressure On Government" — Says Khrushchev 


How does Soviet Communist Party Boss Nikita Khrushchev view this tremendous spending of 
money and effort to influence world public opinion? In a recent issue of International Life, 
Khrushchev wrote: "We are convinced that the peoples will increase pressure on those govern- 
ments whose policy runs counter to the interests of peace, and that they will compel those gov- 
ernments to find a solution which will once and for all rule out the possibility of a military 
catastrophe." (Underlining added, Ed.) 


Thus, Khrushchev underscores again the fact that Communists are relying on the appeal to 
"peace" as a means for whipping up world public opinion in favor of Soviet objectives. But note 
this: "peace" has special ideological meanings to the Communists. As Harry Hodgkinson pointed 
out in The Language of Communism, the defense of peace is not inconsistent with preparations for 
war so far as the Reds are concerned. Moscow Radio reported on January 18, 1951, that the 
Chinese volunteers had taken up arms in Korea "only because they want peace." More than that, 


to Communists "peace" means the complete absence of rivals. To struggle for "peace" is to 
struggle to liquidate free government. 


Summit Issues — Soviet Style 


The objective of protecting Communism and liquidating the West is born out by the specific 
issues Communists want to raise at the new summit meeting. The Reds want: 

1) The West to halt all propaganda for a crusade against the USSR and other socialist 
countries, 

2) The West to "renounce" the "positions of strength policy" by reducing armaments and 
withdrawing U. S. bases and troops from Europe, the Mideast and Asia, 

3) The West to recognize the "status quo" and renounce “all attempts to change the social 
setup of the modern world by force or any ae means such as blackmail, subversive activities, 
or economic pressure," and 

4) The West and the Soviet Union to end testing of atomic and hydrogen weapons. 


These are the main objectives as stated by the Soviets' continuous barrage of propaganda 
aimed toward the ordinary citizens of the free world. Acceptance of any one of them would 
strengthen Communism and weaken the West. The Communists do not suggest that they cease 
propaganda for conquest of political power in Western countries. They do not want to renourice 
the use of blackmail, subversive activities and economic pressure against the West. They agree 
to halt testing of atomic and hydrogen weapons, but without adequate controls to assure they live 
up to their promises. 


Khrushchev Knows What We Want 


Khrushchev is very much aware of what the West wants to talk about. In a major foreign 
policy speech on January 22, Khrushchev declared that the Western nations want to "talk about 
the liquidation of the people's democratic regime in the people's democracies. They evidently 
wish that we should give up socialist building and that we should restore the capitalist order. 


Some people go as far as suggesting a poll of opinion among the peoples of the socialist countries 
as to whether they are for socialism or for capitalism." 


He added: "We have declared and declare now that we do not intend to meet for discussion 
either the question of the people's democracies or the German question as raised by Mr. Eisen- 
hower, Mr. Dulles, and Mr. Adenaver. On these issues our position is clear." 


So all that is left to talk about from the Communist point of view is agreement on issues 
which would lend to liquidation of overseas American bases, an end to Western information broad- 
casts to peoples behind the Iron Curtain and all anti-Communist policies and actions. This does 
not give the West much of a choice except to surrender to Moscow. The tremendous Communist 
propaganda campaign now being waged is aimed specifically at forcing the West to do just that in 
new summit talks, The Communists have won such contests before. They won such a contest when 
they manipulated world public opinion to force the West into the Geneva Conference which boosted 
the prestige of Red China throughout Asia and led to the first Afro-Asian Conference. 


Today, the Reds are seeking our agreement to guarantee Communist rule over one-third of 
the world's people, while they remain free to pursue their "conquest of power" policies in every 
non-Communist country of the world including the United States. Our efforts to make Americans, 
as well as others throughout the world, aware of this Communist strategy are pitiful. If we fail to 
win world support for honest and across-the-board discussions, we may tive to see another major 
Communist "summit" victory over the West. 


WHAT ARE COMMUNIST LEADERS AFRAID OF? 


A recent, thought-provoking novel, The Ninth Wave, presented an intriguing idea — that 
man can rise to political power by knowing what people are afraid of. If people are afraid of 
war, you make them depend upon your decision as to war or peace. If they are afraid of inse- 
curity, you make their security depend upon what you do or do not do. 


The Communists have maintained political power in the Soviet Union by techniques of this 
kind. But, like all people who hold power over unwilling subjects, they themselves have special 
fears. Ask Nikita Khrushchev what he is afraid of, and he will raise his vodka glass and laugh. 
He will say Communism is on the upswing throughout the world. In a few years the doctrines of 
Marx and Lenin will conquer the world. So he is afraid of nothing. 


Fear Nationalism 


But look behind the vodka glasses and the statements made for export. You will see that 
one major fear obsesses Communist rulers from Red China to East Germany. Their enemy is na- 
tionalism. Inside the Communist Empire they fear the same nationalism that they pretend they 
are so anxious to promote in Asia, Africa and Latin America. 


In a meeting in Peking which ended on January 13, Vice Chairman Liu Chun of the Red 
Chinese National Affairs Commission laid it right on the line. He said: "local nationalism is 
an important aspect in the bourgeois ideology. It is not in agreement with socialism or with 
patriotism." In its simplest terms, local nationalism means that local groups have a right to run 
their own affairs; make their own decisions; satisfy their own needs; and, to a degree, lead their 
own lives. To combat this trend, Liu Chun and his associates are running a China-wide campaign 
to criticize "the absurd antifatherland, antiparty, and antisocialist statements of the rightists and 
persons advocating local nationalism among the national minorities." 


Moscow — whose control over non-Russian peoples including the Ukrainians, Georgians, 
Armenians, Lithuanians, Poles, Byelo-Russians and others has always been uneasy — now has a 
new nationalism problem. It is so new the Communists call it the problem of "sectionalism." The 
latest issue of the Soviet Party magazine, Kommunist, reports that regional self-interest has risen 
throughout the Soviet Union to plague Moscow rulers. 








Local Units A Problem 


Last year Soviet Communist Party Boss Nikita Khrushchev decentralized Soviet industry 
over the opposition of the now deposed Red leader Georgi Malenkov. The idea was to break up 
the huge ministeries which stifled initiative and permitted gross inefficiency. Khrushchev's idea 
was that local economic units would stimulate initiative. Apparently, local initiative has run 
wild. Some local administrators, at least, have started filling the needs of the region while 
slighting orders from Moscow. The result—a warning by Soviet Premier Bulganin that severe 
punishment is in store for those who improve their own regions at the expense of others. 


The Reds' troubles with nationalism or sectionalism are not limited to internal troubles. 
Poland is remaining cool to Moscow direction. Hungary, despite persecution under the Kadar 
regime, remains hostile to Moscow rule. And last month trouble showed signs of popping up in 
East Germany. In Moscow's view, these people do not have a proper loyalty to proletarian 
internationalism. This obscure phrase means loyalty to the proletarian class led by Moscow Reds 
before any loyalty to one's own friends or one's own people. : 


These troubles are no surpise to us in the West. When people have even half a chance to 
run their own affairs, they try to do it. Our nation is built on the principle that this is the best 
way to organize governments. We foster local initiative and responsibility — as the Red Chinese 
Liu Chun indicated. Communists must crush it, for if let go unchecked, local initiative and re- 
sponsibility — one way to define "nationalism" — will destory Red tyranny. 


Can anyone wonder why Moscow Communist leaders want to pressure the West to agree to 
stop all propaganda broadcasts to people behind the Iron Curtain, to withdraw our troops and 
bases farther from peoples enslaved by Red tyranny, and to guarantee the sanctity of Red rule 
over people in the Communist Empire? Such agreements from the West would, in effect, guar- 
antee the continued rule of Communist tyranny over more than one-third of the human race. 
We should never agree to that. 


WILL WE GAIN OR LOSE FROM U.S.-U.S.S.R. CULTURAL EXCHANGES? 


A growing number of Americans will visit the Soviet Union in 1958, The gates have been 
opened wider by the recent U.S.-U.S.S.R. cultural exchange agreement, and many of our fellow 
citizens are anxious to peek into the Soviet land of mystery — to "see for themselves" what life is 
like under Communism. 


Under the cultural exchange agreements Americans will travel in organized groups. Forty 
students will spend six weeks behind the Iron Curtain in July and August at a cost of $925 per 
student. Twenty Soviet students will visit the U. S. at the same time. 


Starting in August, a group of ay editors of U. S. company magazines will tour the Soviet 
Union for three weeks at a cost of about $1,900 per editor. A special feature: individual editors 
can visit Soviet factories of special interest and use the report of the visit to gain publicity for 
their employers once back in the U. S. 


Groups of scientists, theater peoples, entertainers, delegations from youth and women's 
groups, tennis players, all kinds of musicians and sportsmen are included in the new exchange 
agreements. Americans will visit the USSR. Soviet subjects will visit the U. S. 

What Are the Communists' Objectives? 

Visits of this kind are expensive to the Soviet Government. Visits of Americans, particu- 
larly the low-paying students, are costly to the Soviets. Visits of Soviet subjects to the U. S. 
are even more costly, where the Soviets pick up the entire bill. No doubt the profit-minded 
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masters of the Kremlin expect to gain an advantage from the exchange. In most official releases 
they say they seek only "improvement of mutual understanding" and "easing of international 
tension." These general statements have been used so often to cover all kinds of dangerous 
shenanigans, they have become almost meaningless in international affairs. 


A Moscow commentary by Vladimir Volgin (January 29) explained the Communist thinking 


in homey terms: "When two neighbors who haven't been on speaking terms start inviting each 
other to their houses, they come to a better understanding. It brings them together and helps re- 


establish friendly feelings, and all disputes are smoothed over." (Underlining, Ed.) Volgin con- 
tinued: "Of course, a great deal must be done before the idea of peaceable, equitable, co- 
operation prevails and distrust and suspicion disappear, though the Soviet-American agreement is 
a step in that direction. You see, it is very hard to associate a desire for peace with the urgings 
of American statesmen that the world should be kept on the brink of war, and their holding to a 

icy of strength. Such an approach merely spoils relations between countries." (Underlining 
ae Ed.) 


Typical "Step-By-Step" Communist Approach? 






Even though usually astute American journalists are saying the cultural exchange program 
holds "no danger" for the United States, Communist leaders view it as a "first step" toward weak- 
ening America's "policy of strength" policy. This includes mutual security agreements with over- 
seas allies, the NATO alliances, and maintaining overseas military bases — all of which have 
been targets of Communist attack over the past ten years. 


The exchange is also a forward step in a program for "the correlation of class strength" an- 
nounced in the January, 1954, issue of the Soviet Party magazine, Kommunist, and reported in 
the June, 1954, Freedom's Facts. Specific measures proposed to "correlate class strength" in- 
cluded: 1) an increase of international trade agreements designed more to strengthen the bonds 
between the proletariat of the free world and the USSR than to exchange goods because of eco- 
nomic necessity; 2) increased participation by the Soviet in international groups in the United 
Nations; 3) an increase in international sports and cultural events; 4) an increase in the number 
of visitors welcomed to the Soviet Union. 


Freedom's Facts reported in June, 1954, that the objective of "correlating class strength" was 
to unify all forces in free world countries which stand for any or all of the Soviet political aims 
into a single political force. The real aim of this force will be liquidation of obstacles to Com- 


munist progress until Communists become strong enough to seize state power and suppress its 
enemies. 


Aim To Force U. S. Agreement To Soviet Demands? 


Radio Moscow (January 28) hinted that the second step in the current exchange program 
would my the objectives of the program begun in 1954, The broadcast stated that the next 
step would be to exchange “parliamentary delegations" and "trade union and worker's delega- 
tions" in order to facilitate "the solution of timely international questions." These exchanges 


would give the Soviet an opening wedge in establishing direct contact with the U. S. labor 
movement. 


___ And what are the timely international questions the Soviet wants to solve? They include 
disarmament of the West; Western agreement to withdraw troops and bases from Europe, Asia and 


Africa; reunification of a neutralized Germany to include Communists in the Government; and 
U. S. recognition of Red China. 


__ Whatever else they might do, the cultural exchanges will put Soviet leaders in a better 
position to appeal to "peace" minded Americans and to establish a broad base of public support 
for any later charges that U. S. leaders are trying to "spoil" friendly U.S.-U.S.S.R. relations 


ane 





by refusing to accept other Soviet "peace-loving" proposals. As one Communist report declared, 
the job of Soviet visitors to the United States will be to convince the American public of the 
Soviet's "almost fanatic desire for peace." In the face of such "peace" propaganda, the Com- 
munist commentator Volgin believes it will be "very hard" for American leaders to hold to a policy 
of opposition to Soviet demands. 


How Big A Risk For The Reds? 


Soviet Party Boss Nikita Khrushchev and his fellow Red leaders seem to realize that the 
exchange program involves unusual risk for their own security. But they are willing to take the 
risk for the possible gains involved. The risk is that, while Soviet subjects are selling the Soviet's 
"fanatic desire for peace" to the American public, Americans may sow ideas of political freedom, 
individual rights, free enterprise, in the Soviet Union. 


To guard against this to some extent, the right of censorship will be exercised on all proposed 
exchanges of radio or television broadcasts on international political problems. Texts for such 
broadcasts must be cleared and co-ordinated before the broadcasts take place in the Soviet Union. 
The Soviet is the only party to gain from censorship since Communist programs, pleas, and 
propaganda already are given wide publicity in the United States. 


The intent of Soviet leaders to exploit the "peace" feeling developed by the cultural ex- 
changes to pressure American leaders into accepting other Soviet "peace-loving proposals" does 
not mean that the cultural exchanges are necessarily a bad arrangement. We have much to gain 
from telling the Soviet peoples what we stand for and what we want for everyone in the world. 
We have much to gain from greater understanding of the truly amazing Russian history, their dif- 
ferent patterns of thought, and their life under Communist control. 


Whether we gain or lose from these exchanges depends upon our concept of what we want 
to accomplish and our generalship in preventing the Communists from reaching their objective. 
The Communists consider every contact in the exchange program a battle with a definite objective 
to be gained. Unless we look at them in the same way and have a definite objective in each 
contact and a plan for achieving it, we shall probably come out second best. 


In a nutshell, their policy is one of peace through forcing the surrender of their opponent. 
Shouldn't we seek peace through the victory of the ideas of freedom? 


LIFTING THE LID ON THE COMMUNIST ANTHILL 


In a recent series of articles in The New York Post, former editor of the Daily Worker, John 
Gates, condemned the Communist Party, U.S.A., because it was ineffective, hopeless, and too 
slavish in following the Soviet Communist Party line. 


Gate's break with the Party has not carried him far from his editorial policy when he edited 
the Daily Worker. He stated that criticism of Communist actions in "socialist countries" was all 
right, but it should be done only in "friendly," and not "hysterical," criticism. In Gates’ still 
pro-Communist view, the Party, which actually forced him out because of his heretical views, 
is a legitimate part of American life and made major contributions to the progressive movement in 
the United States. The only criticism of the Communist Party Gates supports, now he has resigned 
from it, is that it slavishly follows the Soviet Party leadership. That led to his forced resigna- 
tion and his present status as an ex-Communist Party official. 


Other Ousted Reds Fight Back 


Gates is not the only Red forced out of the Party in recent months. As in capitalist circles, 
he was high enough in the Party to be allowed to "resign." Members on lower echelons are 
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simply kicked out, and five such in Southern California have been fighting to get back in. Their 
sad story was carried in The Militant (February 17), a socialist newspaper which carries news on 
Communist activities. 


These five Reds were booted out of the Communist Party in Southern California last December 
for "conspiracy" to "wreck" the Party. Since then, they have been fighting to get back in by 
charging that they had been ousted in violation of the Communist Party constitution. They charged 
that no formal charges had been filed against them, that no trial committee was elected, and that 
no trial was held in their case. As these unheralded five see it, they were ousted, falsely accused 
and wrongfully deprived of their rights only because they proposed policies opposed by leaders and 
because they defended the right to talk with non~Party Marxists. Their "heresy" of associating 
openly with a different breed of "socialists" apparently caused their expulsion from the Party. 


What Does It All Mean? 


As reported in Freedom's Facts (February, 1958), the Communist Party, U.S.A., has returned 
to a policy of quietly "boring from within." John Gates had advocated open campaigning on 
political issues to gain mass support. The five Party members in California were ousted for openly 
associating with non-Party socialists in defiance of Party orders. 


On the surface, this is quite a switch from the "united front" policies proclaimed by Party 
Boss Nikita Khrushchev for Communist parties all over the world. This policy involves seeking 
association with non-Party Marxists and even with non-Marxist groups which are anti-Big Business 
in order to build up the Party's political influence. 


The ousting of Gates and the unhappy five in California indicate, on the other hand, that 
a special policy has been devised for the Communist Party, U.S.A. It is a policy of closely con- 
trolled association with socialist groups, an absence of open campaigning, and, of course, absolute 
obedience to the Moscow approved Party leadership. 


In these days when the Soviet Government is seeking to re-establish cultural, economic and 
other "friendly" relations with the United States, Soviet leaders obviously do not want the Com- 
munist Party, U.S.A., to foul up their plans by making too public a fuss. It can be remembered 
that in 1952 when International Communist Party leaders decided to put their main effort on winning 
Asia and Africa, Communist Parties in Europe were ordered to hold the line so the Communists' rear 
would be kept peaceful while the attack was carried into Asia. 


The probability is that Communist leaders are being even more cautious as they develop friendly 
relationships with the U.S. to cover aggressions already underway in Africa and nearby Latin America. 


HOW REDS TRY TO INFLUENCE OUR ELDER CITIZENS 


Are you over sixty-five? Have you ever shown interest in reading about "special cures" or 
treatments for diseases of old age? Then, someday soon you may receive a copy of a magazine 
aimed primarily at persuading elder citizens that the Soviet Union is interested in their welfare. 
The January issue of this magazine, for example, covers these topics: 

1) If the U.S. pulls out of NATO, old age pensioners in the U.S. could be paid an extra 
$1,025 per month; 

2) The USSR Ministry of Health is cultivating an ancient herb called "panax ginseng mey" 
supposed to improve brain function, the senses, mental processes, and muscular strength. Un- 
fortunately, it is not yet for sale; 

3) How male workers in the USSR get pensions starting at age sixty while women get pensions 
starting at fifty-five; 

4) Recommendations from Soviet doctors on how to handle insomnia. 


Other stories on love, mining, science, and education in the Soviet Union are included, but 
the emphasis is on how well the Soviet Union treats older people. And now here is the surprise. 
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The magazine, called Northern Neighbors, is published in Toronto, Canada, but apparently is 
mailed throughout the United States as well. 


RED RUMBLES IN ARGENTINA 


Communists made a big play for political power in the Argentine last month. They sought to 
parlay an appeal for united front action into a leading role for Communists in Argentine politics. 
The meaning of this open bid for power is of more than passing importance to those of us in the 
United States. We exported $212,000,000 worth of goods to the Argentine in 1956 and imported 
$133,000,000 worth. 


But trade, and the jobs it means for the U.S. citizens, are not the only concern. Argentina, 
the second largest country in Latin America, is just now recovering from life under a dictatorship. 
Argentinians are debating over how to re-establish political stability on a democratic basis in their 
country. The many conflicting opinions offered during such debate provide the kind of unsettled 
conditions Communists like to exploit. 


The Communists’ political appeal last month was intended to portray Communists as outstand- 
ing leaders in the struggle for democracy. The Argentine Communist Party's Rodolfo Ghioldi pro- 
claimed himself for “peaceful evolution of the nation's political life, . . . development of the 
nation's economy, . . . agrarian reform, . . . respect for democratic rights, . . . and active force 
for peaceful coexistence among the people and for world peace." 


Ghioldi's platform included independence from political ties with the United States, the 
"nationalizing of all the big foreign enterprises," and denunciation of all "monopolists," and 
widening trade with Communist countries. 


Increasing Red Trade? 


Increasing trade ties with the Communist countries is being bolstered by growing cultural 
ties. In May, 1955, Dr. Pablo Chaussot was installed as President of the newly-formed Argentine- 
Soviet Institute of Cultural Relations. Significantly, a Soviet trade mission headed by M. R. 


Kusmin, USSR Deputy Minister of Foreign Trade, arrived in Buenos Aires to take advantage of the 
opening wedge created by the improvement in the Argentine-Soviet cultural relations. Since then, 
Soviet Premier Nikolai Bulganin has made offers of technical aid (January 1956) and the Soviet 
Government newspaper Izvestia (February 10, 1956) has called for closer Latin American “economic, 
cultural and other ties with the USSR." 


Communist Party activities are being taken seriously in the Argentine. Dr. Horacio Marco, 
member of the Argentine Constituent Assembly, reported on February 3 that "the Communist vote 
could be decisive at the elections" although Communists and other "anti-democratic" groups are 
“but a small minority in Argentina." 
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